62.    Attention is then drawn to the fifth appendix showing
how my mind was working in the direction of violence under
the "valueless" cover of non-violence, as the author would say.
The appendix gives what purport to be All India Congress Com-
mittee instructions with extracts from my writings in parallel
columns.  I have tried to study that appendix. I have nothing
to withdraw from my writings. And I contend that there is not
a trace of violence in the instructions alleged to be from the
f All India Congress Committee.
63.    Independently of the argument in the indictment, I
must now say something about non-violence as I know it.  Its
spread in all walks of life has been my mission  from  early
youth. This covers a period of very nearly sixty years. It was
adopted at my instance as a policy by the Congress in 1920.
In its very nature it was not meant to be paraded before the
world, but it was accepted as a means indispensable for the
attainment of Swaraj. Congressmen saw at an early date that
its mere adoption on paper had no value.  It was of use only
in so far as it was put into practice individually and collectively.
"*It was of no more use as a badge than a rifle in the hands of a
person who did not know how to use it effectively on due
occasion. Therefore if non-violence has raised the Congress
prestige and popularity since its adoption it has done so in
exact proportion to its use, even as the power which the rifle
gives to its possessor is in exact proportion to its effective use.
The comparison cannot be carried very far. Thus while violence
is directed towards the injury, including the destruction, of the
aggressor, and is successful only when it is stronger than that
of the opponent, non-violent action can be taken in respect
-of an opponent, however powerfully organized for violence.
Violence per se of the weak has never been known to succeed
against the stronger in violence. Success of non-violent action
of the very weak is a daily occurrence. I make bold to say
that I have applied to the present struggle the principles of
non-violence as enunciated here. Nothing could be farther from
my thought than injury to the person or property of those who
are manning and regulating the machinery of British Imperial-
jism as it operates in India. My non-violence draws a funda-
mental distinction between the man and his machine. I would
destroy a harmful machine without compunction, never the man.
And this rule I have enforced in my dealings with my nearest
relatives as also friends and associates, not without considerable
success.
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